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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, filed 5/29/2007, with respect to claims 34 and the newly 
recited claim language, have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejections 
of claim 34 have been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments. filed 5/29/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Regarding claims 1-33, the applicant asserts that prior art Dudkowski 
hoes not have mixing capability but the examiner disagrees. The previous rejection 
clearly cites on page 3 that the mixer can mix pre-recorded video and audio (column 5, 
lines 56-64. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1,3,4,6,8,9-15,17,19,24,29- 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Dudkowski (US 7,006,154) in view of Silfvast (US 6,782, 382)in 
further view of Richards (US 5,181,114). 

5. Claims 1 ,29,33 and 34 share common features. 
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Regarding claim 1, Dudkowski discloses an audio mixing console (Figures 1-3, 
all components of Figure 2 are included in the portable housing of Figure 3, column 8, 
lines 38-41), comprising: 

at least one input connector for receiving a video signal for broadcast (column 9, 

lines 24-25 and lines 36-41); 

at least one input connector for receiving an audio signal (column 9, lines 36-41); 
at least one display monitor integral to the audio console for displaying a video 
signal for broadcast and for displaying a video signal that corresponds to a 
preview video or an alternative camera video (Figure 3, 330 display monitor; 
column 7, lines 8-17;column 6, lines 48-61 ;column 6, lines 1-7); and 
a signal-processing unit for generating an audio output signal (audio system 160, 
Figure 1). 

Dudkowski fails to disclose a control panel that includes a plurality of user 
operable audio channel controls, wherein each of said user operable audio 
channel controls is operable to select a predetermined audio processing function 
for a respective audio channel. 

Silfvast discloses a control panel that includes a plurality of user operable audio 
channel controls, wherein each of said user operable audio channel controls is 
operable to select a predetermined audio processing function for a respective 
audio channel (Figures 3 and 4). It would have been obvious to modify 
Dudkowski to have the plurality of user operable audio channel controls, as 
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taught by Silfvast, for the purpose of enabling sophisticated sound processing of 
the audio inputs. 

Dudkowski as modified by Silfvast discloses a display monitor that displays a 
video signal for broadcast and preview video (Figures 2 and 3). 
Dudkowski as modified by Silfvast fails disclose an additional monitor so that the 
video signal for broadcast is displayed on one monitor and the preview video on 
another monitor. 

Richards discloses the concept of a separate monitor for the preview video and a 
separate monitor for the video signal for broadcast (Figure 2; column 3, lines 45- 
48 and 56-58). 

It would have been obvious to modify Dudkowski as modified by Silfvast so that 
the preview video and the video signal for broadcast are displayed on separate 
monitors so that operator or user can better distinguish between different video 
signals. 

Claims 29,33 and 34 share common features with claim 1 and are rejected using 

Dudkowski, Silfvast and Richards as applied to claim 1 above. 

All elements of claims 3,4,6,8,11-14 are comprehended by the rejection of claim 

1. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Dudkowski as modified discloses wherein said 
video signal is generated from a video recording with accompanying audio (claim 
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9) and wherein said video signal is generated from a videotape without 
accompanying audio (claim 10)(Dudkowski, column 5, lines 56-65) 
Regarding claim 19,Dudkowski as modified discloses wherein the console 
comprises a tally in association with the display monitor to indicate the status of a 
video signal with respect to the program out (Dudkowski discloses a PL and Tally 
system 170, Figure 2; column 8, lines 9-13). 

All elements of claim 30 are comprehended by the rejection of claim 29. 
Regarding claim 24 and 31, Dudkowski as modified discloses wherein the 
control panel function comprises a control function switch to allow a 
predetermined audio signal to be selected based on a corresponding video signal 
(claim 24) and wherein the console further comprises a control switch system 
that provides input to the audio processing device to select a predetermined 
audio signal based on the video signal (claim 31) (Dudkowski's mixer 120 is 
capable of switching between audio signals; column 5, lines 56-coIumn 6, line 6). 
Regarding claims 15,17 and 32, Dudkowski as modified discloses a separate 
monitor for the video signal for broadcast and the preview video. Dudkowski as 
modified fails to disclose comprising at least 6 display monitors integral to the 
audio console (claim 15), comprising at least 10 monitors integral to the audio 
console (claim 17) and comprising at least six monitors housed in the mainframe 
to display a video signal that corresponds to an outgoing audio signal (claim 32). 
The choice of the number of displays monitors in one of design choice and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have realized the claimed number without undue 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/624,009 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2615 

experimentation. It would have been obvious to include more than one monitor, 
according to a design specification, for monitor multiple video sources in order to 
monitor specifically those video sources. 

6. Claims 2,5,7,16,18,25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dudkowski (US 7,006,154) in view of Silfvast (US 6,782,382) in view 
of Richards (US 5,181 ,1 14) in further view of Brunelle (US 5,608,807). 

Regarding claims 2,5,7,16 and 18, Dudkowski as modified fails to disclose a 
meter bridge that includes an indicator corresponding to a channel control 
function (claim 2); wherein at least one display monitor is integral to a meter 
bridge (claim 5); further comprising a meter bridge that includes an indicator 
corresponding to a channel control function and wherein each display monitor is 
integral to the meter bridge (claim 7) ; a meter bridge that includes an indicator 
corresponding to a channel control function wherein each of said at least 6 
display monitors are integral to the mixing bridge (claim 16); and wherein each of 
said at least 6 display monitors are integral to the mixing bridge (claim 18). 
Brunelle discloses an audio mixer comprising a meter bridge (8) that corresponds 
to a channel control function. The choice of the number of displays monitors in 
one of design choice and one of ordinary skill in the art would have realized the 
claimed number without undue experimentation. It would have been obvious to 
include more than one monitor, according to a design specification, for monitor 
multiple video sources in order to monitor specifically those video sources and to 
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include a meter bridge, as taught by Brunelle, in order to expand the utility of the 
mixer. 

Regarding claim 25, Dudkowski discloses an audio mixing console for mixing 
sounds associated with video sources (Figures 1-3, all components of Figure 2 are 
included in the portable housing of Figure 3, column 8, lines 38-41), comprising: 

a console layout (Figure 3); 

a display monitor integral to the audio console for displaying a broadcast 
video and for displaying a preview video or an alternative camera video (Figure 
3, 330 display monitor; column 7, lines 8-17;column 6, lines 48-61 ;column 6, 
lines 1-7). 

Dudkowski fails to disclose a series of controls representing channel 
modules. Silfvast discloses a series of controls representing channel modules 
(Figures 3 and 4). It would have been obvious to modify Dudkowski to have a 
series of controls representing channel modules, as taught by Silfvast, for the 
purpose of enabling sophisticated sound processing of the audio inputs. 

Dudkowski as modified by Silfvast discloses a display monitor that 
displays a video signal for broadcast and preview video (Figures 2 and 3). 

Dudkowski as modified by Silfvast fails disclose an additional monitor so 
that the video signal for broadcast is displayed on one monitor and the preview 
video on another monitor. 
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Richards discloses the concept of a separate monitor for the preview 
video and a separate monitor for the video signal for broadcast (Figure 2; column 
3, lines 45-48 and 56-58). 

It would have been obvious to modify Dudkowski as modified by Silfvast 
so that the preview video and the video signal for broadcast are displayed on 
separate monitors so that operator or user can more easily see and differentiate 
between the two. 

Dudkowski as modified fails to disclose a meter bridge that includes an 
indicator corresponding to a channel control function. Brunelle discloses an audio 
mixer comprising a meter bridge (8, Figure 1; column 4, lines 53-56) that 
corresponds to a channel control function. It would have been obvious to modify 
Dudkowski as modified to include a meter bridge, as taught by Brunelle, in order 
to expand the utility of the mixer. 

All elements of claims 26-27 are comprehended by the rejection of claim 25. 

Regarding claims 28, Dudkowski as modified disclose comprising at least 6 
display monitors integral to the meter bridge for displaying a video signal for 
broadcast (Brunelle discloses an audio mixer comprising a meter bridge (8, 
Figure 1 ; column 4, lines 53-56)) that corresponds to a channel control function. 
The choice of the number of displays monitors in one of design choice and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have realized the claimed number without undue 
experimentation. It would have been obvious to include more than one monitor, 
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according to a design specification, for monitor multiple video sources in order to 

monitor specifically those video sources and to include a meter bridge, as taught 

by Brunelle, in order to expand the utility of the mixer. 
7. Claims 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dudkowski (US 7,006,154) in view of Silfvast (US 6,782,382) in view of Richards (US 
5,181,114) in further view of Davis (US 5,454,041). 

Regarding claim 20, Dudkowski as modified discloses a tally system that sends 
visual "on-air" indicators which indicate which camera video signal is being broadcast as 
an output signal (column 8, lines 9-13). Dudkowski as modified fails to disclose 
explicitly wherein said tally is an LED indicator (claim 20). Davis discloses a mixing 
console having a plurality of tallies (144,146) which have a LED indicator for indicating 
the live output. It would have been obvious to modify Dudkowski as modified to include 
tallies, as taught by Davis, for the purpose of indicating the live output which reduces 
the chance of outputting an incorrect video signal. 

Regarding claims 21-23, Dudkowski as modified disclose a tally system that 
sends visual "on-air" indicators which indicate which camera video signal is being 
broadcast as an output signal (column 8, lines 9-13). There is obviously more that one 
visual indicator. Dudkowski as modified fails to discloses comprising 3 tallies per 
display monitor, indicating the status of a video signal with respect to the program out 
(claim 21); comprising 3 tallies per display monitor, indicating the status of a video 
signal with respect to the program out, and the association of an audio channel to the 
program out (claim 22); and wherein a first tally is a green LED indicator identifying a 
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program preview display, a second tally is a yellow LED indicator identifying a program 
out display, a third tally is a red LED indicator identifying an audio channel associated 
with a program out (claim 23). The choice of the number of LEDs and how a particular 
color corresponds to a certain video display is one of design choice and one of ordinary 
skill in the art would have realized the claimed number and colors without undue 
experimentation. It would have been obvious to modify Dudkowski to use any number 
of tallies and any number of distinguishable colors to indicate the statuses of video 

% 

signal for the purpose of better control over the broadcast. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Devona E. Faulk whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7515. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivian Chin can be reached on 571-272-7848. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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